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REASONS FOR REQUEST 

The examiner has failed to establish prima facie anticipation of one or more of the 
independent claims and claims dependent thereon for k least the reasons outlined beloxv. 

In the rejection of claim 1, the examiner cites tp Etzel at column 2. lines 40-67 and 
column 3, lines 4-37 as disclosing a key generator for generating a key according to an 
identifier value of another apparatus. See Paper No. 2C)050906, page 3. Additionally, the 
examiner cites to column 3, lines 37-67 and column 4j lines 1-9 as disclosing a reorderer for 
reordering blocks of an original content item according to the key. Id. The cited passages of 
Etzel simply do not teach or suggest generating a key phat is used to encrypt video accordmg 
to an identifier value of another apparatus. i 

For example, Etzel's unique program encryption keys are generated by head-end 
security module 30 before video is encrypted. See Attract; column 1, line 53-column 2, 
line 8; column 2, lines 40-65, column 3, line 49-colmhn 4, line 33. Only program 
encryption keys are used to encrypt video. Because part's program encryption keys are not 
disclosed as being generated by the security module j 0 according to an identifier value of 
another apparatus, prima facie anticipation has not b4en established. 

Etzel' s other keys such as S l0Bal) S w , and S eo 4>n are different from the program 
encryption keys in that they are utilized in the encryption and decryption of the program 
encryption keys. Id. See also, column 3, lines 9-48;|column 4. lines 35-67; column 5, lines 
8-25. For example, S loca , is used to encrypt program jencryprion keys for storage in memory 
26 before the program encryption keys are associate^ with video programs. Column 3, lines 
38-65. When a video program is to be encrypted, an! encrypted program encryption key is 
unloaded from the memory 26 and is decrypted by Id. See also column 4, lines 9-20. 
Like the program encryption keys, the security module 30 generates S loMl and S w . S lacal and 
S id are random numbers that are generated by the security module 30 when the module 30 is 
initially booted up. Column 3, lines 4-32. Therefork Sw and S* are not generated 
according to an identifier value of another apparavuij and are not utilized to encrypt video. 

Scommon is generated external to module 30 ajid is supplied thereto during 
manufacturing/testing. Id. Etzel is silent as to howjS™, is generated. Id. Accordingly, 
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t 

Etzel does not teach or suggest that S m * is generatejl as claimed or that it is utilized in 
encrypting a digital video stream. 

In sum, generation of the key used to encrypt ajdigital video stream in Etzel is 
different from key generation as claimed. See Paper *jo. 20050906, page 3. Consequently, 
Etzel does not teach a key generator or a reorderer as cjlaimed. For these reasons, the 
rejection of claim 1 and claims dependent thereon is bplieved to be in error. 

As the rejection of independent claim 91 is substantially the same as the rejection of 
claim 1, the rejection of independent claim 91 and claims dependent thereon is also believed 
to be in error. See Paper No. 20050906, page 6. j 

The examiner's rejection of independent claini 56 is also in error. For example, 
claim 56 recites "a storage to store a copy of a client identifier that identifies more than one 
client:' The examiner's rejection fails to address the jsntire limitation. See Paper No. 
22050906, page 3. Therefore, for this reason alone thie rejection is in error. 

Additionally, Etzel does not teach or suggest 4 client identifier that identifies more 
than one client. For example, a shared symmetrica) encryption key, CV, is shared between 
two modules such as modules 30 and 50. Column 5, jline 56-column 6, line 3. There is no 
indication that the CV shared between modules 30 anjd 50 is shared with any other module. 
Furthermore, as explained above with respect to clairji 1. Etzel does not encrypt a video 
program using a key that is generated according to a j:opy of a client identifier. Thus, for at 
least these additional reasons, the rejection of claim 56 and claims dependent thereon is in 

error. j 

For at least the reasons previously argued, th| rejection of claims 79-81 is also m 
error. Namely, the module 30 generates the program; encryption keys used to decrypt video 
in a subscriber system. Etzel does not elaborate on rjow the program encryption keys are 
generated. Thus, Etzel cannot anticipate. 
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CONCLUSION 

Because one or more of the rejections in the Final Offipe Action are in error, finality should 
be withdrawn and the committee is asked to allow the application to pass to issue. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Date: December 15. 2005_ 




RTipnda t. Sheldon, Reg. No. 50,457 
TROP, PRUNER & HU, P.C. 
8554 Kaijy Freeway, Suite 100 
Houston^ TX 77024 
Telephone: (713)468-8880 
Facsimile: (713)468-8883 



Attorney's for Intel Corporation 
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